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discovered, -and proved by positive experience to
be true. The other seemingly vulnerable point is
this. The argument has the appearance of assuming
that the testimony of experience against miracles is-
undeviating and indubitable, as it would be if the
whole question was about the probability of future
miracles, none having taken place in the past; whereas
the very thing asserted.on the other side is that
there have been miracles, and that the testimony of
experience is not wholly on the negative side. All
the evidence alleged in favour of any miracle ought to
be reckoned as counter evidence in refutation of the
ground on which it is asserted that miracles ought to
be disbelieved. The question can only be stated fairly
as depending on a balance of evidence: a certain
amount of positive evidence in favour of miracles, and
a negative presumption from the genera] course of
human experience against them.

In order to support the argument under this double
correction, it has to be shown that the negative pre-
sumption against a miracle is very nrt^ph stronger than
that against a merely new and surprising fact. This,
however, is evidently the case. A new physical
discovery even if it consists in the defeating of a well
established law of nature, is but the discovery of
another law previously unknown. There is nothing
in this but what is familiar to our experience : we were
aware that we did not know all the la^ws of nature,